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Four amendments seeking to make the Bill less "repressive" were lost, when
the House adjourned,
On the 3rd. OCTOBER, Dr. D. D:x:t (Surat) moved an amendment to clause 8,
requiring the inclusion of a High Court Judge on the Committee to be appointed
by the Local Government to review the Comrnissi ?ner of Policed orders.
Mr, Lalji Naranji ( Bombay Merchants' Chamber ) suggested a judicial officer
of lo years' experience instead of a High Court Judge,
The Home Member assured the House that in case the need for the appoint-
ment of a Committee arose, the Government would include a gentleman with
sufficient legal experience. The amendment was put to vote and negatived.
The Home Member later assured the House that the Government wanted to
arrive at some sort of compromise or. the subject, and requested the chair
to hold over the clause till an amendment agreeable to both sides of the House
was moved later. This \vas agreed to.
Clause 9 was then taken up for discussion,
Rao Bahadur Kale moved an amendment seeking to give the accused the
right to petition the High Court instead of the Local Government
The President asked him to make it clear whether the local Legislatures had
power to saddle the High Court with such jurisdiction. This proved to be a highly
technical question and it was discussed for nearly an hour.
The President declared that he was not satisfied with the explanation given
by Rao Bahadur Kale and others and ruled the amendment out of order, stating
that clause five of the bill made the measure an executive and not a judicial one.
Hence he said that orders passed under this Act would not be subject to the
jurisdiction of the High Court.
Clause nine was passed without being amended.
Mr, Swaminarayan wanted to reduce the punishment to be inflicted upon ac-
cused to a period of three months' simple imprisonment. Messrs. Gin walla and
Chandrachud supported him. The amendment was rejected.
The Home Member however agreed to make the period of imprisonment six
months instead of one year. An amendment fixing the fine at Rs. too instead of
Rs. 500 was lost. The House then adjourned,
On the ^th. OCTOBER^ Mr. Lalji Naranji moved an amendment to Clause
8, held over yesterday to the effect, that at least one member on the enquiry
committee be one who had held a judicial ofHce or had been a legal practitioner
for not less than 10 years.
The Government having accepted the amendment, it was carried.
Clauses 10 and n of the Bill were next carried.
The Home Member then moved the third reading of the Bill.
Mr. Narandas Bechar (Karachi) opposing the Bill considered it the blackest
piece of legislation. It was, he said, being enacted entirely at the risk of the
Government who should have to account for their action one day.
Put to vote, the Bill was carried by a large majority. The House then adjourned.
BOMBAY CITY MUNICIPAL ACT AMENDING BILL
On the 5/& OCTOBER, non-offical business was taken up in the Council.
After question time, Mr. Sitaram Bole ( Nominated Labour, Bombay >, moved
the first reading of the Bill further to amend the City of Bombay Municipal Act.
The Bill proposed to lower the fanchise from Rs. 10 to Rs. 5 rental,
Mr Bole, moving the Bill, stated that, as at present, nine-tenths of the
population of the Bombay City, which was poor, had no franchise, he wanted to
enfranchise those poor people who could not afford to pay more rent. The
Corporation would by his measure be made really representative of its
population.
Sir Vasant Rao Dabholker and Mr. Jehangir Petit opposed the Bill. Mr.
Petit said that since the franchise was brought down to Rs. lo rental, the tone of
the Bombay Corporation had gone down considerably and further lowering would
prove disastrous to the City and the Corporation.

